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Remarks In Response to the Office Action: 

Claims 2-6, 10-11, 13, 21-23, 25, and 27-32 have been finally rejected under 35 U.S.C. 



§103(a) as allegedly unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 5,228,317 ("Hendricks") in view of U.S. 
Patent No. 5,722,260 ("Mangano"). Applicant respectfully requests that the Examiner reconsider 
and withdraw the above rejection of the claims in view of the following remarks. 

The claims as amended herein clearly define over the combination of Hendricks and 
Mangano. As Applicant has previously explained, neither Hendricks nor Mangano discloses a 
jewelry article having two magnetically coupled body portions, one holding a setting except from 
at least one direction and the other holding the setting from that direction (the "holding 
direction"), in which the two body portions are separable from one another by moving one 
relative to the other in the holding direction. While the Examiner apparently contends that 
Hendricks discloses movement of the second body portion in the holding direction, it is 
abundantly clear from the figures of Hendricks that the second body portion 27, 28 holds the 
setting from one side but moves away from the setting in a downward direction rather than 
laterally in the holding direction. The second body portion thus moves in a direction that is 
generally perpendicular to the holding direction, while the claims as previously presented 
required movement "in the holding direction." Accordingly, the claims as presented were 
allowable over the cited references because Hendricks does not teach or suggest movement of the 
second body portion away from the first in the holding direction as expressly recited in the 
claims. 

Notwithstanding the preceding argument, and without prejudice to re-presenting the 
unamended claims in a subsequent application, Applicant has amended the claims in accordance 
with the Examiner's suggestion to specify that the relative movement of the two body portions is 
not rotational movement as shown in Hendricks and Mangano. 

In view of the above amendment and remarks, Applicant respectfully requests that the 
Examiner reconsider and withdraw the rejection of claims 2-6, 10-11,13, 21-23, 25, and 27-32 
under 35 USC § 103(a) and that the Examiner indicate the allowance of all pending claims in the 
next paper from the Office. 
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The undersigned representative requests any extension of time that may be deemed 
necessary to further the prosecution of this application. 

The undersigned representative authorizes the Commissioner to charge any additional fees 
under 37 C.F.R. 1.16 or 1.17 that may be required, or credit any overpayment, to Deposit Account 
No. 01-2508, referencing Order No. 11149.0029.DVUS01. 

The Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned attorney by telephone to discuss any 
issues or questions presented by this paper. 

Respectfully submitted, 




Ira D. Finkelstein 
Patent Attorney 
Reg. No. 44,680 
Tel. 713-787-1400 
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